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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 
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Below Is a communication from the EXAMINER In charge of this application 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



ADVISORY ACTION 



□ THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 
a) □ is extended to run 



ie date of the final rejection 



An/ extension of time must be obtained by filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a). the proposed response and the appropriate fee. 
The date on which the response, the petition , and the fee have been filed is the date of the response and also the date for the 
purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. Any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 . 1 7 will be calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory period for response or as set forth in b) above. 



□ Appellant's Brief is du 

rg Applicant's response to the final rejection, filed . has been considered with the following effect, but it is not dc 

to place the application in condition for allowance: / / 



• 0 The proposed amendments to the cli 



» entered and the final rejection stands be 



w issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See Note). 



a. 0There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1.1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was nc 

presented. 

b. Qrhey rais 

c. w Tteyraise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. Q2) They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

e. □ They pr 



nt additional claims without cancelling a corresponding ru 



of finally rejected claims. 



note: d*'" tt. i.tie, /£> flof Ctosisbt y^qr j j /* 

''firti ive/jM" tfa^ at* ucJj^ny fit/fir? /? fifty //£ /sfise. J 



Ub dra u/s) '-p nc^MM frr/fr * 

. □ Newlf'proposed or amended claims £_ would be al 

the ion-allowable claims. 



i (f/winno 



separately filed amendment cancelling 
red and the status of the claims will 



□ Applicant's response has ov 



4. gf^The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the rejection becaus a -flip f fa t* it* 

iS _ un tb/e jO Cc/nAf^y] -Thei 1 (ynp pi/i&O #t psey/tr cfy-ot qCa mp/t 
(tot/ fatriitmt i>/*i7?p/e^ x *jz )* a cf/frrr fyynpkr/SotJ £>?s£iss*> r ; 

5. □ The affidavit or exhibit will not be considered because applicant has not shown good and sufficent reasons why it was not earlier 

presented. £ U „(/ e $r ft hfftffr fiV W( /^//^ t> 

Q The proposed drawing correction Q has O has not been approved by thi 



and J50 ond i> ' /Aj ^wWj 



PTOL-303 (REV. 5-89) 




pS^HY EXAMINER 



